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- The MAILING DATE f this communication appears on the cover sheet with the corresp ndence address 
P riod for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 25 October 2000 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) K Claim(s) 1-12 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim{s) 13-58 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-12 is/are rejected. 
/)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing{s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

1 1) n The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)^ approved b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) n The oath or declaration Is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

1 3) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

3)0 All b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1) &Wotice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). . 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) ^-TTrformation Disclosure Statement(s)(PT0-1 449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 
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Election/Restrictions 

Claims 13-58 withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b) 
as being drawn to a nonelected inventions, there being no allowable generic or linking 
claim. Election was made without traverse in Paper No. 11. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 5 and 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 

indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 

applicant regards as the invention. The term of independent of human interaction is too 

vague because nothing is truly independent of human interaction and hence the term is 

indefinable. 

In claim 11, the claim first recites that communication is authorized but then 
states that it isn't permitted; does this mean it wasn't authorized in the first place? 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the Invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
Invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bowman-'234 and Bowman-'244. 

Bowman-'234 discloses distributing information bundles from different ones of a first 
plurality of different networked users to different ones of a second plurality of different 
network users according to a machine-readable format that includes values for a 
plurality of content attribute descriptors -see col. 233 lines 56 et seq, wherein it is stated 
that each data stream "includes an attribute descriptor defining elements of the data". 
However, it appears that '234 dos not disclose deriving traffic statistics for the step of 
distributing based on values for the content attribute descriptors. 

However, Bowman- '244 discloses in col. 200 lines 43-44, deriving attribute 
values for the purpose of auditing. It would be obvious to modify the method of 
Bowman -'244 to use the attributer information to audit usage of data because the 
motivation would be that interrogating a single item in a data bundle is easier than 
interrogating the whole. 

RE claims 2 and 3 the use of the term auditing in '244 obviously connotes billing 
to another and the setting of different destination as a billing event is deemed to be a 
mere matter of design criteria. 

Re claim 4 the system in '244 is directed towards different user traffic 

Re claim 6 : Fig 72 illustrates an offer/acceptance scenario between provider and 
potential customer. It would be an obvious extension of the audit teaching in *244 to 
derive statistics about the presentation of offer bundles and acceptance rates for these 
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offer bundles based upon theses scenario because the motivation would be to price at 
the market. 

Re claim 9. since each attribute is interrogated in real time, auditing is deemed to 
obviously be conducted in the same manner 

Re claim 10, col. 239 Lines 60 et seq. describe using meta-tags which cause 
data to be written to a buffer or node of the customer. 

Re claim 12: a ticker symbol field is deemed merely an intended use and does 
not constitute invention. 

Re claims 7 and 8, official notice is taken with respect to the old and notorious 
practice of deriving derives statistics from internal information such as the types of 
bundles transferred and profiles of users involved in the transfers and then selling this 
information to marketing groups. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Joseph A. 
Fischetti at telephone number (703) 305-0731 . AllJt/^ 




